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UVJ,^ 

30 2008 

TT. <l1l^l<i]MV 51/2007- iiHS<)M)A —1963 (1963 ^ 38) ^RT 48, 49 
3k 50 OT ^ ■srkr ^ ir, wrf ■ 51^ 

■^yR?^ (i) ykf yr wfeRT yyR yrk, (ii) a 3 kRiTi^y?^?<T^T 

(iii) R^R ^lH!/ 3 d<Hi y^Rf y?t 'ifJoqiHl yyiy’^y^’^f^yryTTOT^’ 

yy IwR yR^T t i 

yryHT u <fki^yyf/5i/2007“T^y^t^M 

^5^ yyy ^yRT 

ay^ 

(fyy^c, 2008 30^' 1^ yrfci) 

yw yTRRT ^5^ yyy ^^rt (y^Rtyt^^t) (i) ykf yr y?f^ yki^ yyR TRitfycT 

yR^, (ii) yi 1 ^yy^^%y; w^y^yRyr^^%y;sk (m) wt'^/^ yRiyyRt’ 

^ yyry ^ ^ "yyfyy t 1 


4277 GI/2008 


(1) 










^ ^ P^ ^ ^T9to ^ ^ WJ, nitow ^t, 

^T, \i^M ^ ^ yM% ^0 35 If^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TK Ji?to ^ ^ 75^ 

4 71^ 2ft TOTfftcT ^ pIFIcT sM ^ ^ IF#R[ ^ ^ 7T^ sft I 21? ^ |17 % ^ 

2JT 3^ ^ ^ 3lf^R<W SIR ^ vji'^oya Fftft 1^ 3^7 ^tjc^ y^'KH ^ ^fPTfT cFT*FT 

J t, W^jftc^) ft 3Tqft fftro 31 3TO, 2007 ft ^ 4 «raiM ^0 35 ufft ^ 

2JT| TJFftftft^ ft 2j? vjct^'ig ft! f^ZF 2JT % ^yRlcT ft’ftCT^F ^ Mrdfti 3^7 F?Kr^ ft^feT?F 
^ 1en? tiic^c«r) ■^cfFRT; ^0 40 Ijift ^ 3fR 45 Ijift ^ f | TJFftftft^ ft ^ 36.38 Ijift ^ cfftzj^ ^ 
“ ■^?# HJ cTFKT fftw ftt ft^TT tl 


WKT 


W. 


ygRncf ^ ^ 




Ml 


fftjTJT WI 
1 v^cll^ 1 

tl 


4^ ^ ^Rftftft^ ft 2JT f% 3l)c|\!>Hl^^d y?Rdd wt W( ^ qr e ? jc» ^ 

11 401-1 i) 3i^^w, ^ 1991 ^ Heel 3fraR^Ti?? 'icl'^l^ ^ 50 yRtJ^ld %2JT wfldT 2IT fwTft 

W ^ ^^^3n#2i^4^2ftmcdFft3?TftOT2IT% 
K^, 2002 ^ fthm Ffftfftto ^ ^ ftt aft, ^ % 3 llc|>{>H|^? ^ ^ 


TOcdftt 


r 


#TT/\3dRf 

ft) 

2JTI Wf ft 
viaM-II TRifti 
3lk ^cRft 


fftW fftRT 
wr ft 21? 

ft ?Tm |3TT 

ftl 

3)^fttT fftjZJT 


3. 2J? 
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5MR ^ 3ih ^ fttft Tpr f;_ 


^ iigtof ^ 


.JL__ ft \ V ;r V „ ^...IVI^ VfllVI IH^MI V>IHt| 

« 31^, ?ra * W if, fffejRRT <l5nit if 1% ^ t 3tt7 3ftTOff?5 -JrRf^ fWf^ ^if TO cfPI 3R=n 
f ?l ?W3 H! 3toWf5S ^ TOf^ ^ wr ir tffC^c^ TO 50 !ff^ nwffttf ftro t TO5 

ft, ft^ ft) fpFI ^ ft) 50 ^lf!r?RT ft 75 yfciM ^ z]^ f | 


Tf. ^ n? #Tr/^?f>RT OTift ^ >j.ftom>ft ym 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 2005 % 30 TOJTO. 2008 tW 'HTOf 

^ ^ TO 3f5*r t fif^ 1^ ^ 3g,fRv, 11 ?fTO #fT/^ ^ 

m 2 3F4^ qy, 20^ ft cRft 3n?IR XR HPj; zp^ ft | 2005 ft, ft Tim? ?FttPW P^ 

28 2005 ft ^0 J^50 Pift pft cRaf ftft ^ leR Plfft^fT P? 3RpftRR FFTT aiT | ft cT^ 

^ ^ ^ ft) fftip wtorsft 4 ft) ft pzpT ft^ ^ 3E^ ter Tjzrr 

2 3R^, 2005 ft^4^aft3[hcRaf3IMRTpf^#TT3ft^ 
” F ^ TftJ ^ HT?zt 3197^ TT^_ ^Pftto ft PTR P)RT ^ 11 

28 (^la^, ^oem ^ PedF ^ ft wm ^ ftftm 4 3i5fti^ irh Wr wi. pito^ ft 
JIT ^ wm 13[h ?)0150 pfil zirft pfft 7m #Tr/m^ pft cr^ 3 r^ ^ ft^, 

P7 ^ ^gfft^np ^ HT?ft ft 3fTft?T P7 t 3ft7 ?F cHfftl 4 

m m KnM^ pft ftfftd ftr aft fftiTift f^ 3i^ite ^ aiT, ^Trferr ft ^ IftMftci mft 


w 


Rimi^pftftft^ fftRT 7fz? aiT 3^7 W% PTmftt pfftm ft 31^, PTdlP ftt Plftf^ 
" TFraft ftt mft^ ft 3fftfftT ftt ZT^ afti ^ftcJdl TTdtfftt ft ^ 3^7 ftft PTR 





; aromRw 


3 


^ ^JEFTT ^tcT ^ ^ € I ^ HW m ^ leqMi ^ 

yfcmr^ ti 


L ^ larsite ^efi ^ 3 ?mR ?Tn^ ^ 21 2007 % srfctf^ 

^ ^ tor stti ^ ^ 2 srw 2008 ^ 31^ mr^ ti ^ 

WiS^1<t»{'Jl 3th ^ w^ t:- 


sm «onf Wi snpf 


iKE«»!t»at!isiKEtaeibapii«2i^j^ 

i5R«lgirrHfM!P*SrltJ 




l!l7wnc^fSIWI 


^ ^4t M ^ 3liyiRd f 

^ ^ ?T^^Fi^JT, mm 

flWIT 3ih 'fl'S'tjl ^ <T>Sl>)<J)<7>X'Ji, 

4jT ^ ^ 

^ 3^1 3fh ^ tR Slfcrh^ 

sw 3th 3!F[ vJM'ii'i)', 

M^iild^'i 3Tif^’ fif^a hhhRj ^^rnit 
^ ^ ^li tor w ti ^w iT^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ i 0cic! 

^ ^ ^ 3th ^ 

^ 3R^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^! ^ 3RI ^ ^ M?ft ^ 

cW TTFcT t cit ^ ?hTT 

cIFRT Rciy^'l ^ ^ y6'W'1 R)i^l 

TRiT ^i^Mid f^T^ ^ Rwr Rrjt 'jn>? i 



lEgK^^gfii^pi 

B&EiagMiM-aaituili^ 
llBBEtlaf*ie:-ga»tuiK 

lifil^ill 


4>t ^RWRf 



10,00,000 j 2,00,000 


r, 00,000 1,40,000 


30 , 00,000 8 , 00,000 


^ 15 , 00,000 3 , 00.000 


5 , 00,000 1 , 00,000 


m^taaiHKaiiMjRifigiai 

tTirl^Tf^cXirS} 


sft^lcT vjWH 
1 q>sicii ’^fcf ^ ^ ^ 



W ^ 4hR 




15 , 11 , 08,207 13 , 24 , 84,841 


3).^. 7 ^ ^ 19 ^ 3icm?r ^?PIT TRIT 3R «I*1M 

3mRxRl3if m W tl 5^lf^ ^IW?I vJ4<ilqdi 

3mRxRT ^ ^ sm ^ 20 3rf^ ^ 

W tl 
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2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

4>Mll 

35500 

9300 

5235 

2658 


57270 

32290 

5841 

1694 

wft 





chlildl 

83000 

1843215 

2786628 

2950895 


175770 

1884805 

2797704 

2955247 


wm 


m 2006-07 
^ ^0 3,20,631 11 


^SIIERI 


RCClBiCKlUKl 


3lfclR<W yivJi'W ylR 1 


il'WlNcl ^ 




2008- 09 2.25 

2009- 10 2.50 

2010- 11 4.00" 


^ 3 ^ ^ ^5*^ WT f ^ 

OTt ^ W 3fR ^3^ 3fR 3 ^ ^ ^RH ^ 3lf^ RRcRT 

^ W ^1 ^ t:- _ _ 


(iSSU^ 






















































HRcT ^ : 2 (R!T WT 
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2004-05 


200&-06 


2006-07 




171494,30 


244791.62 


329781.00 


746066.92 




231.64 


340.14 


476.91 


1048.69 


/Wt Wft ^ ^ actpici 


^ fi ^ ^ 




(cf?). ^ {^). ^ ^ '^H'<qi5yi'5l sfR ^ 

^ 3lk i\^ ^ ■RM f^-5rf^-f^ ^ ^ t fylvR% 3ilq'('{ll5« 

■^^ # t eft ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ 

Tmrarff afl^ n?^ ^ 

^ %\ 


(?R). ^[fe ^ ^ f^ 
3rH-«rt^ ^ptr ^ hhiI^^t 

^ cf)^ f I ’!|f^ ^ ^ 7f? 

^ ^ '?>t Wq 

^ R>t R)t 



(R)). Tjsn^ RR ^ 3fR 

UTlleH cORcT "R# ^ #1 RR 

tl 

i^l 3lfcff^ ^ ^ R^ sfRRRTTf^ 
;3cT^ ^R)t ^5T RRH R^ ^ 

RjRcTT t, R^ WR ^ 3jk RRRfclR R^ 


{^). gleffl^ ^q?q]?yl^ R?r dlRci *^tRRW ^ 

R)t y|T RrWt t R^ ^ cTTW + 3f^ 3nR3^t#^ 
y|T ^TR^ 1 RRTRIcT?, RRR RWRPf 

11 3rrR?kT: ^ RJFlt W ^ R^ RRR^t ^ 
3ngR TR ^ ^RTf^ I 

^ Rtfff ^ itRlcR ^ ?nt^ SRREIR'R iTRlcRt RR ^ RR^ 
IMf tR ^ ^ R^ t yftfrj) ^ Rt^ ^ R>t 4 ^ Rt f I 
^RRTRTcR, R? R^MT R)t ^ t ^ ^ t 

3I8TRT ytiiHHl’ i fH ^ 3?^aTf R>t Rndt t 1% 

^ RRR R^ f\ vjicl*iHil SKT RT^ 

^ 15^ ^ ^ RTd^cR) ITHR 

R?R ^ I 

RcfRH Rf^ 3Tm tR Sl^lf^ 11 R? 

im RTP^RT RT^ ^ RTR^ ^ ^ 'HIHI-Rd: 

RRI^ ^ R^ 7# ^ f R®’ RR RR R^ ^1 
R? Rc^TR q)efff^ #R OT M 1clR^ wf ^ R?^ ^ ^ 
WT t i RRRTR RR^ R^ "Mtey^cR)" clRj t RTtf^ 
/M)dc|f^l<t’1 SIRT ^ t \Jiqf^ 3ffR-^ ^fhW RRR 
WIHm: % SNT ^ t i ^ 

R?T 1^ R? t R^ftc^t ?3fR R^ Rc^ ^ R?f 

to# R>^ tl R# tocT 3FR R^ RR ^PHIRT RRT t 
Wif ^ R^/to# ^ R^ RIR^ R^ 

R)# tl 3m: Rc^ ^RM ^ # 3fW'tll§« ^3tT^ ^ t^R 

^|8|R) ^<<£1^ R^ Sl^*i(^ # yil'>^ i _ _ ^ 

^ RgR^R afMR RR Rto^ to RimT jtRT 

(Rf^ ar^Rtf^ f^RT RimT t), R^tor ^ 

Rft ^ RR f I 3TR RRj RRR R^ R^ 1^ RR ^1 3m: 
RTOR # HRR # 3T^-^ RRtol R^ # R^ 11 


iiA'ii 
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ir.»t»CKmn^ 


^ ^ 3jk ^ 1^, 

gM ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 


WT 5M McffecT 3ltcrf^ ^ IRR ^ ^ f- 

• ^ yWeR ^f^ftxR ^ ^ ^ 

^1 

• ^ 31^1^ yrfTcRlf ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ 

• ^ Wsfl ^ i) 1^ ifRft ^ 

■^M^cW ^Hlc1'<u|. ^ 3llc|Vi|4> ^1 

• Jm^^] ^ ■$ ^ ^ ailiRRcT; 

^ ^PR ^ I 

• yRRRt ^ ^PRI 3T3RT ^ ^WRKT^, 3I^j^ 

• ^ ^ RlRl'iC ?Slf c^ 3TI^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ter ^ t\ 

^ ^ ^ A f^RRT IRR t, 

M i> WHiti'^ui ais?^ ^ 1^ ^ 

^ ^ uHcfl 11 IR>R, ^ ^IPTT ^nflri % gj^ 

f^f^ ^ 3ltoTT?^ ^ 3IRTT# ^ IT?^ 



^ 3R[Wri 3ik W ^ W5RT?fT 

3 ^ ^^R 5ft^ ^1 

3lt^fn^ ^cRlf ^ ^ ^ 1^ 

3TN??T-#?I ST^qito 31^5^1 3?k 




3fh ^ifgm ^ SR f^RRct t:- 



^ SR 

<a 

*1 JRte 

2004-05 

43.11 

15.58 

2005-06 

27.95 

17.37 

2006-07 

29.68 

19.23 

3 ^ ^ 

100.74 

52.18 




^ 311^ VJTRW ^ tl 


3iR-^ jm m ^ 

^ ^ 1^ 3t^HlPta 3TR 3fh ^ ^ 1^ tf^ gRI aijHlPld SR P i Hc|c| f- 

rf^, JfcIMHIcHct) 3j|^ ^ ^ 

^ irt^ ^ ^ 1^ 3P^c1 SR 3IR-^ ^ ^ ^ 3fh ^ ^ c^RcT ^ 7848.41 11 
r^ ^ 3I^§FT cl2JT ^SPfJ 'PfIcT 

cTRcT ^l 31jHIPld SIR 3fk ^ ^ 3fh ^ ?[T^ ^ 

'ttaid’ll ^ Me'WM <T>'<’^ ^ 1^ 'g4'<qi§d'^ 'tCIH), IRITeRIcW 
3?k ^ ^ ^ W SR ^ iRir w 
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. 

feif!r ^ «iM\jj^y, -^b m i^m t f^' 

gtoiRT ^ yB^. ate^TTBB MBRdd wft ^ ^T 50 

ypRRT md^<<b y>t y^ ^ 1^ yrwy «yi mm^ 

ytRyr ^ oth ^ b^ w m i |b?t y^ ^ 

MiqsiN y?t ^ 'jfpi y?l uRRcT f ?iy yrcR y? 

affyRHBB ^ 3|R ygRon R^y uB 3ffey> 3?Piy) 

MRyt^di y^ ^ B^^yyR! ator^ ^dyi4 ^ m^ ytcff 
^ 'dyci’i ^ Rfy ysff y?t 731^ y<9i uiidi f luRf^ yRRyToy 
yoH yjt t|ic?jc<r? W ^pRfR ^dl f 1 §’f1<P 3lc1iqi 3?R| yopff 
SR[ eTPj^Rjy yy y^?yi ^ ^ ^ttt uiqtiH f yflf^ 

4t yyjR 3T8ify yi^ aiyyi vjfcfypft ^rt y?cR ^ y4?T 

BR^ yr^ 3^R 4;^ ^ ^ ypT^ t Rl^tdcT; cRJ^ 

yR^ fi 

W- 

^l^/«ax*ii IWR 


(i). 

^^h4)4)^ ^ w<m 1 1^ m mi 

^/^cR^fT vm 28-11-2005 ^ 

^3^ tiw^ ^ ^ WcT ^ fj' 

rR?t ST^R ^'i ^P3r4 ^ I ^ t 1^ 

v[^M^ ^ vWi w l^r' ^ ^rspi 

'^m ^ ^ ^ t i ^ ^ 

^Plirf^ ^ ^ 281-11-2005 

^ 3TmR m ^ 

^ tor 11 

^yy-Tfy^t "gfe ^ t i 

(ii). 

vji4i m ^')4i/^r<i'(^) a’Ti^ ^ cr^c^ 

^ Tj^aiFft vim ^ ^ f§R! 

i>h4^ ^ 3f;^ ^ ^ t, ?T|i ijttH ^ 

^ ^ ^ f 1^ 28 

2005 ^ cf^ 31WR iR ^ «RJ^ 

^ ^?fl1^ 51^ 

^ ^ 2.17.1 ^ 2.17.4 ^ 
^ 1 1' 

y? v3c^'i9 f^^yr vHidi t i% it>^ cn§4l ^ 3f!^?i y7 y?© 

y5t ^ ^ an^Piyj ^ 

^ By cii§4l y^ ^ y^ ti ^ ^ qi^iRq) 

wtaaff arsify yrRryt ^ 25-11-2005 ^ TryR #B/'37RyT 
yyR y^ f alR ^ ^ ^ f^ ll B^ 

Re# yf^ yB y^ 1^4^ yyry ^ ar^ytf# yf y^ wdt 
t yt B^ ^yiaft ^ yy^tym aie# yiR# aiR y ^ ^lyiart ^ 
yyidT 3?e# yy#M # ^ #PFr, y^ yiy^ft yy cbb ^ 
cHByt y^ yyyyr i ^ wy^ ^ a^^ t 

TiyR ^/ycRyr wr 25-11-2005 ^ ^j4styft wy ^ yv^ 
Rr any! 

H 

V'H’M^ ^ 71W Wf Sil'il Pi*4i4 (^ctjldi 
t "3}r4^ ^ cim 

3ff^ ^ ^fv^ W Wf>^ i 7IF t 

?R^ fRT ^ ^ ^?Rflfs5cT 
f^-f^ w ^ TTFf^k Wr t 

fuRT^r ^ ^ t 1^ WT-^ 

?nw W ^ PlyIRd yTRl 

71^ vfR>^ t 1^ ‘^Pf^ W# ^ 
^', 1i^ Try 3#R^ Pr4!ir, yl^ 
3ff^R^ w?^. 3nf^ ^m4t 7^ ^ 
f4yR'4t ^ cRB ^ f4w?T yR^ ?r5Pi 
y^otp PfeiRd ^ yB^ cUMcf «j 14 y5t 

WH^d ^ W^ tl 

yryiy y^ 4^11 yyr f 1 

i 

-L ■ lit It! -H «Mii^f\j-i -3?^ -nr^ (vft 1 nrrJftift'A “iffer jJj ^ .jiiJj^,i?rriiV 


k 30 2008 ^ ^ ^f 3Pltf^ ^ 8ft! ^*141^1^1 3ft^ vjH^'l««1l>J?t 


6. Wt ^ 4)i4<iifB4i ^ ^ ad^i^ ^ ^^ tM^ 

^ ^ ^ jjm <(>t ^ ^r m yraf^ ^ ^ 3?^--^ ta ^nwi 4 ^‘J'«i§c 

http;//tariffauthority,gov.in 4 t vJMci^ f! 
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^ Ch l 4tll^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Flfclte f:- 


(i). ^ 4}tl|c1l y^'W'i ^ ^ 35 ?rf^ ^ ^ ^ HWId t?TH 

el^ l ldK ^PH ftOTR 3fN ^ (tjj|Tl<ri<l5'IH, ^ eP^t ^ 

WIT, 3IT^ 3lk ^ 3 iRIRcW 3ik 3im *ilP!(if^ '54'M>'iX ^FFT^ 

yu |[ f^4t , 3TTR ^lltcT f^Tto> w4li ^ ^ WI ^ 1^ ^ ^ SITEnt^ 11 ^ 

Sfcll^ t ^ Wi cFPT^ ^ Hewi wrf^ ^ HTTR ^ ^ ^ 

"n^ 11 ^ ^ 2006-07 ^ Tlt^’3? f^ T[TI ^0 324.84 HT^I 

SR ^ 4t ^ ftWI TR^ 11 ^I5Ti1?t, 7IF fcTOT TIW WIT t Mewi ^5F3HT 
^ 'gf^ ^ ^ ^0 28.14 cmj Tftj fi ^ 

^ ^ WPcfr ^ Tft^ 3R ^ ^ ^ 296.70 ^ 

uflf^ T? TT?^ ^[to ^ ^ Tig^ wter amiTcRT cqi? wi ^ 

^f^t nficT tor ^TIT11 WR ^0 384,84 elT^ "flflcT ^ 2006-07 ^ ^ ^ Tlt^ 

ij^ cZR WTRI ^ WJ Wft M8'WH ■'lf^RRl4l ^ HPTcT fciWI ^ 

?Tlf^fH ter W 2TTI ^FPET ^IT^ ^ %IR ^ Mie^gc^T) ^ ^ 25 wRl^ld ^ 
^ ^ ('Hi'^Mii'i 3fH ^ 3i#T ^ aiRito) ^ ^ 3nt?T 28 

2006 ^ SfgnlRd ^ ^ sfr I Trf^ Cflijcll i ^ STlf Pitil^cf ^ 

^5TTc?f t, mRT^W' ^ ^ TRT? ^ 1^ 't41<J5K ^ 

WRT sM T? 3TMf^ t Tpi4t^M ^ ^ 35 Tlf^ ^ ^ ^ ^7 

^ tel t), ^ cfjM ^ 3RI TjteM ^ tet rirf^ i tenr wm ^ te 
Tlf^ ^ ^0 296.70 HTOT ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TcR' ’R3^ ^ HJf-qm f^lRci 'Jll^f t, 
^ ^ teHT ^ te tel^ TRR te te ^ t, ^ 25 Tlf^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ te ^ ^ I 3ic^mT, ^ weRoa 
Tm ^ t ^ ^ 2006-07 ^ ^ 27M628 ^ ^ ^ 

2950895 ^ sfr I WT ^ Hte 3te ^ te 31^^ ^ f viflf^ ute f 

3161 teRcT ftei ^ WT Trg^ “Hi^t wr ^ Tmte te i ^ 

^ teei ^ 2006-07 ^ ^iT5iT ^ sTfeiR Pl'MiRa wtt ^ ^ 

6^111 ., . * <s 

(ii) . 3TEP Pc^teTH 3lN^d^ 3TFF ?te ^ SIJHP?, TO ^ 

t 3lk ^ tel OIHT 1 ^pTv^ yif^ plPl'^ 

tel t ^frgy ten '«i§f^M ^irf^ '«fBci 

^ ter^ WT tetymsit ^ te ^ ^ ti ^ter tesW 3T#fteH 
( ^i i jyny'H^ ) ^ ^ 3n?JN 3npf!tT ^ t ^ TR^nte ^ ^ wp ^ 

uHifi i d ^ ter pTir ti ^ wt ^ ^ 3ifM^ ^tey ^ t, 
^■>Hte ^?Tcrr-^ te-y^^ite (TO'ROT) sfH «ih 4 ^te4 

^ ^ ^ cpi yitro tel ter 11 ^ (sitItr#) % 

^ ^m\ te^ ^ te 13ik wi wm ^ tM ^ ^ 

^ i\ WRT! Plted:, RTIPR ^ WIT t teHT M6'Wd ^ tp#M PW 

tet ^ ^ te 3FteT 11 

(iii) . ^ teR gy, yii^Twr ^ ^ ^ 

te P^?T yidjgcy) ^ ^ ^ te ^ ^ ^ teycpy te4 ttfl f i 

ygto ^ ^ te gi^w- 

(i). arik, 2006 ^ ^ ^ ^/yr^ afH tePRi: yst tr artei?^^ yy 

tet ^ te ^ 0130 /- yf^ dy cTy^ ^ ^ te ?R^ ter i trto ^ TR^nte 
^ i ^^Rici ^ te apy yrfite teryy aik tefy ^ ?iite yfl te yy ^i 
ycd^ ^ 4t 29 2006 yrt yipy^ ^teiy y?my ^ggy^r ^gryi^ ^ g^ ^ 

^3TyT 3TTI ^ y? TTiteRT ^ WT y? yM^ aigptte yR^ y^ fk# ^ sp, 
?^Tte y^ yi'HPlyj HTpy sM aik aittei i> ^ p^ro, yf^ yte wm yrrar 
t, HT^ y5t yt ^ I 





i 


•^1^4] __9 

(ii) . iTcnf^ WT m-m ^ t b?rt^ ^ ^ s 

^ ai'lqv'Hi^'S Odl^ ^ 45Fft ^ hi?ii ?I? ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3fl^l#Sr ac4)icT vj 4^ f 1 

(iii) . ^ ^ 11^ affcRTTT?^ ^cRT^ ^ W^ ^ ^ ^ ^ aifrlR^in 'gH'<qi5'Ji'^ 

^ ^ ^ 11 ^ ^ t efFKT ^ 

?Tlf^f^ ^ ^ 11 cRifftt, WT ^ ^ t fS W'Wlf^d ^ 3l^»llRa ^ W=^ wHtJ 

#TW ^ yt^ eiFRT ^ aTTOM^ ?nte ^ w ti 

(iv) . ^idiR} ^ t aityTTfTf^ ^ f^i^R arf^rt^ afR 

aiH^lR?y y5t t, y^ W ^lyiaft i> R'WI'^^ji ^ 1^ ^ ^ 

aiRiRcw yjt yyiRiw ^ f^^yr 11 y^R ^ arsR^^ y?( yr^yr yr^ ail^^'a ^yc^ 
^ ^T ^ aftcRwp tM #i yrsif # ariciRyy ^^rycPT y5t 

anyyyw ^t w^ yil^yj^ yy t ^ yjt arm y5t M 'H^f^d ^ 
aiHy-ar^ y^ ^ y^ y5t y^ y^ y^yyr wft fM ^ M y5t ^ yj^ ^ 

mm yf f i\ i 

(V). y?xTy ^ yryr (^ t 3 yyT ^ ^Rh arg^ aiR wpr, wr ^ 

aiR y^ ii 100.74 yRt^ ^ ^ %yr %, ajR ytf^ i artery crar 

^ an^-TffT^ -^iyo 52.18 yRlra ^ ti y^nf^r, y^ t ^ aftywr?^ 

^ ^ ^Rr i ar^^ aiR i am-^ ^ ^ ajR ^y^ 

y^ti 

(\i). t<y4)ttic^ i a^m, yy> yn^l yfcT yRt y^ affy-^ ■gy^^yRt aiR ^ y5t 

i feiy yRT fW w at^HiPid ^ ^0 7848.41 t! M ’^t yyryr t argyiRfy 

any afR ^ #cr a^ yr?^ ypt yy ^typR y?Ryy y>^ ^ 1^ ^yw?yRt 

yyicn wp afR ^ y^t y^ yt^ ^ yi^ ^ y^ yn 
^ y>r^ ^yy> Ryn^ y^ w ynyr 1 1 

(vii). wto' 'Hyddlf ^ yjt t 1^ ary aftymi?^ "^yR yv y^ 

yr^/y^/Rfey^ i\ ylciidRy tor yn t, ^ yyy^ y^ yrs^ y^^l^yr ynyr t 
aiR. ^'Hf^'i', yy> fi yy^ y^ yy> yR ^ aiRiy? yjy^^ y?! y^ yy iRy fi y^ yyyri 
^ y^t t R> ailyy^i^'s wrni # f&y ^y^yi^^ ^yJfyj afR im ^ y?i 
#yi^ i tc^, yyM^ it=im mm y^m 1 1 ^im i arfnR, ^ i 

^R3wy i %ft ^ y^ ^ymy yyj^ y5t yrnft f ajR yt^f y^y^^yry i aiR 

a i wft f|y i\ yyif^ y#f ynyr yifly i 

(vin). ^ ^TRyjR jjRT ant %y yy y^ f^-M?rf ^ w yito^ ^ yfy^ 
tor ynyr t aftfe y^e^ i\ y^ry-yR enycr yrnr ^fc4)>i y^ PlylRd^f^ ^ y^ anten 
WT t, y? yRiRt t f^ Rl^rW R y^ cny^r szM y?( sry^ry y?! any 1 
aityWs yKif^ yy^ y5t ^ ^ yRi y^ cnw f^y^ y? yj?^ ^ y^ ^nsn 

w t yc^ mm i te a^ y^ yn ^?Ty>^i cny^r aM i amry A M 
yif^yR Pi ^ Rejf^ ^r y#f t ^rnt y?l arty^r^r^ ^crt^ i i3y^ m yn 

^ ^ yif 2005 i y^ 5 yi^ ^ aryf^ wj^ y^ i\ xR^iy^ i 

wm yj^ y^ anyr^ ^ t W ^ ^ 3PfR y^ yyyif^ y^ ar^ntf^ yj^ 
^ ^ y^^ alWto y^ y^ ^ tl ^ yri^mw ^ an^ f^ytyj 28 Rrcw, 

ar^m, yy^it€t y^t y^ y?i ^yjcji aj^^ ^y^ 31 nr^, 2009 yy? yyr^ afR 
i Wy y5t aiKft t y? ^ ^tRRy I y>n ^ ^ 3 y^ "fr^n ^ 1^ aiyyr mm 
yrter ^Rn 1 ary: tpRRM y^r aiy^ arRny wtRy y^ mfl^d ^ yR8fy> e™ ^ ^ ^ 
y>nft ^ affyRny^ ad'<i4 i ^ yygy^ ymt yy wwiq cpy^ y?i wi? ^ yrnft t yii^ 
cTPm i y>t y^ y^ ^ l^yr ynsr^i 


it$n7 (SiffaSS 
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(i) . WT 4 ^ ^ W t 28 ^TTO, 2005 ^ 

^ ^ Wqi^ ^llRla ^ ^ 2.17.1 

^ 2.17,4 ^ ^ f I m\h. ipT#M ^ ^ ^/^cTTTr mit ^ ^ 

^fPftSTT 3it^ im ^ gJT tl 

(ii) . ^ imm t % ^ ^ ^ cn^ ^ air^ ^ 

^ «ff 3 jk 4 ^ | 3 fT 2JTI ^ ^ 25 2005 ^ ttiM ^ 

y im ^ f^ ^ sjk ^ ^ fW «iti ^ 

to t ij^ajnft y?n^ t 

^ (3mf^ TjT^) 3fk ^ ^ ^ (3T2if?T t?tt 414)<^) 4 ^ 

^ cim fNtf^ ^ ^ WpTT I 

(iii) . ^ ^ ^ TOTTW ^ t ^ 

HW \j|*l4)^cri gKT ^pRT ^ cIT^ ^ Tpr ^ | i:p^ ^fjip 

^ ^ w t % ^ Ts^m Tii ^ ^ f 3j^ 

^ TRM ^ to ^ ^gJR to ^ to ^ ritol 

(iv) . 7j? Tntom w^to/^cTTTT ^ im ^ ^ ^ 

^ f cTSirf^, k;^4)41(fl ^ c1!$»ll ^ EIGET ^ ^4cq) qiR<ql ^ 28 2005 

^ ^ t 3lh ^ ^ ^ ^ 30 »iq*qy, 2006 rR? Sl^tol UM ^ 

tor WI Ton t^tol ^RcTT 7?T t % ^M^cW to ^ B^tolT ^ 

^ ^qiy ^ ^ 3jk ^ tjt^ t ^ ^ cfTf^ 3i2rgT to^, 

toto to^34 ^tocl yiRT ^ w to ti W ^ ^ ^ 

1^ ^ crto ^ to ^ ^ to ^ ^ 3jtto to t to% 28 
^TO, 2005 ^ 30^ w^, 2006 ^ toi to ^ 30^ tol toto Ti4ek 4 ^ 
4n^h ^ to ^ntoto M ^ to to i to ^ ftoR ^ p, tif 

into^, R4q mto ^ ^ 4, to/^5cR^ OTr4 ^ crj^ ^ to 28 

2005,to ^ jto IMeR ^ to ^ aigtol IRH WIT 11 cT^to, 

T?toto ^ irg^ ftor-f^tol ^ ^ to ar^^ to ato aik ^ c^ 

'^'^’1 TTHR cIT^^to ^ to>^ ^ toj tofrT ^RffT ^ I 

'QtoWM, 3jt^ cf>ltof ^ 3jk ^FTRT toR-to?f ^ 3TTETR tR, TfF ITlftoR^ 

(i). Tjtoto ^ tot ^ w^ ^ to tjidJ(iecf> ^ ^ ^ tor ^ totto is 

5RcTT^ ^ to f^toto ^ tot f ; 


($)• 


(ii)- 


tot^ an^H vRcM 4 cTftct tot ^ ^ tot ?5t 

^ to WT ^ vm ^ g5t ^fiBTF 4t tot t; to, 

tor/'^cR^ to! ^ to ^ to 28 2005 tor to ^ ctot ^ 

^ to to? ’TTT?^ ^ A ai^tor TRH W!T 11 


W '^, 3T^SJ 
[toPT 111/4/143/2008-3RTT. ] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 30th October, 2008 

No TAMP/51 /2007-MBPT. — In exercise of the powers conferred under Sections 48,49 and 50 of the 
Maior Port Trusts Act 1963 (38 of 1963). the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposa 
Port Trust tor ©revising me wharfage gorges tor •'f 
providing a wharfage rate for the cargo handled overside and (ui) for recovery of the embarkahon and disem 
barkation charges with retrospective effect as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/51/2007-MBPT 

Applicant 

Mumbai Port Trust 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 30th day of September, 2008) 

This case relates to the proposals received from Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) for (i) revising the 
wharfage charges for coal handled at bunders, (ii) for providing a wharfage rate for the cargo handled overside 
and (iii) for recovery of the embarkation and disembarkation charges with retrospective effect. 

2. The background and salient points of the proposal are explained hereinunder. 

A. WHARF AGE CHARGES FOR COAL HANDLED AT BUNDER: 

While disposing of the comprehensive general rate revision of MBPT vide Order 
dated 28 September 2006, this Authority had, inter alia, approved a rate of Rs.25 per tonne for 
the commodity coal handled at bunders as against the rate of Rs.35 per 
MBPT as the proposed rate was not substantiated with cost details. Stating that it has made 

considerable investment and handling of coal needs additional care tn 

almost on par with hazardous cargo, MBPt in its letter dated 31 August 2007 as pr p 
frlaeas^ the existing wharfage rate to Rs.35 per tonne. MBPT has also stated that the wharfage 
rate for coal at the Ports of Gujarat Maritime Board and Maharashtra Mantime Board are Rs 40 
per ton and Rs.45 per ton respectively. The MBPT has also furnished a cost statement showing 
the cost of handling of coal at Rs.36.38 per tonne. 

B. WHARFAGE FOR CARGO HANDLE D OVERSIDE: 

In the letter dated 31 August 2007 MBPT has steted that no wharfage is being 
levied on the cargo handled overside. According to the port, overside discharge was cterged at 
50 % o? wharfage pnor to 1991 which was discontinued from 1 July 1991 as no labour was 
Lpplied by MBPT.^The port has further stated that since its tekmg over me 
we f. December 2002, labour gang is deployed for overside discharge. ' 

recent times project cargo has increased and it is necessary to reintroduce the o ers 
dischaige charges It has proposed 50% of wharfage as overside dis<marge 
in the SORs of some of the Major Ports, rates for this service have been prescribed at 50 A to 

75% of wharfage 

C. RETROSPECTIVE EFFECT TO THE EMB A RKATION AND DISEMBARKATION 
CHARGES. 

In me letter dated 31 August 2007 MBPT has requested this /^thority to 
reaularise the recovery of the embarkation/disembarkation charges from 2 October 2005 
N^bt 2006 for ^ich no approval exists. The embarkation/disembarkation charges^® 
introduced by the Mumbai Portw.e.f. 2 October 2005 on an ad-hoc basis. wg dt 

port had sought approval of mis Authority for a" l®''^ 

Lbarkation/disembarkation charges per Passe®9®''"‘'’/«®®'fr®"" ^8 ofthl 

was reauested to furnish the basis of arriving at the ad hoc rate and proof in support ot me 
cons^n? of me users for the proposed rates. Port replied mat me regular crui» service 
commenced from 2 October 2005 and me levy of emterkation and 
ad-hoc basis continued from mat date. According to MBPT, since ““ ® ® 

oassenaers embarking and disembarking from the cruise ships and not the cruise liner or 
ag^te, obtammg conlent from individual user is not feasible. While according approval to me 
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general rate levision of the Mumbai Port Trust vide Order dated 28 September 2006, this 
Authority consdered that there exists a case to levy the charges and approved a levy of Rs.150 
per passenge- per embarkation/disembarkation. The port has now stated that the facilities 
created at the :ruise terminal are at the behest of cruise lines and these lines have benefited from 
the cruise terminal facilities. As during 28.11.2005 to 30 November 2006 the cruise lines have 
recovered the embarkation/disembarkation charges from the passengers and remitted the 
amount to MBPT for which no approval existed, the port has requested to regularise the recovery. 

3. The proposal was registered as a tariff case and in accordance with the 

consultative procedure prescribed, a copy of the proposal was forwarded to the concerned user 
organisations for their comments. The comments, as and when, received from the user 
organisations \irere forwarded to MBPT as feedback information. The MBPT has responded to the 
comments furr ished by the users on its proposal. 


4. Based on the preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, MBPT was requested to 

furnish additional information / clarifications vide our letter dated 21 November 2007. MBPT 
furnished its njply under letter dated 2 August 2008. The clarifications sought and the replies 
received from MBPT are as under: 


Queries raised by TAMP 

fage charges for coal at Bunders _ 

jroposal to levy Rs. 35 per ton for 
ing coal at the Bunders is based on 
atement that heavy investment has 
made in the form of better 
‘keeping, frequent asphalting and 
etization of roads, strengthening of 
!tty, erection of tali boundary walls, 
Dnal expenditure on fire and safety 
5 and investment in preventive 
ures including fire monitoring 
ments, vacuum cleaning systems 
Kindly furnish the investments made 
lually on these items. MBPT is also 
sted to clarify whether these 
ments have been made at the 
jr exclusively for handling of coal or 
enefit of the investments would be 
ble for handling of other cargoes as 
If other cargoes also avail the 
its of the investments made, it will 
oe proper to consider in the cost 
nent the pro-rata investment made 
ndling of coal. 


made for 


furnished bv MBPT 


Statement showing details of investments 
handling coal at bunder is as under: 

I Si. I DesciipU^ r ExDenditure 


Construction of compound wall at 

Haji Bunder, Hazardous _ 

Providing and laying asphaltic 
materials at approach road Hajt 

Bunder, Hazardous _ 

De-silting of storm water drains at 

Haji Bunder Hazardous __ 

Approach road to S plot __ 

Repairs to damaged coping stones 
and wharf at Coal Jetty 
Repairs to damaged coping stones 

and wharf at Haji Bunder _ 

Concretisation ofMSR Road _ 

Repairs to MSR road under annual 

contract _ 

Providing and laying with asphaltic 
material at single avenue hill road 
Repairs to Gadi Adda junction 
Repairs to Sewree Bunder Road 
Repairs to Sewree Fort Road 
Repairs to oil depot road 
Levelling of plots by providing good 

quality debris _ 

Repairs to roads between veg oil 
junction and barrier gate No.1 

Wadala Mahul Road _ 

Repairs to roads between barrier 
gate No. 1 and barrier gate No.2 at 

Mahul _ 

Concretisation of Messent Road 
Repairs to compound wall at TPS 

plot ___ 

Concretisation of jetty 
TOTAL 


is incurred on common user infrastructures. Hence only 
20% of the total expenditure incurred towards common 
user infrastructures is considered. 


Expenditure 

incurred 

(Rs.) 

20®/p of total 
expenditure 
(Rs) 

Of i.No.7 
to 19 

12,87,000 

12,87,000 

6,00,000 

6.00.000 

2,00,000 

2,00.000 j 

2,00,000 

2,00,006 i 

2.78,000 

2.78,000 

2,49,000 

2,49,000 

6,20,00,000 

1,24,00,000 

15,00,000 

3,00,000 

19,00.000 

3,80,000 

10,00,000 

2,00,000 

7,00,000 

1,40,000 

30,00,000 

6,00.000 

15,00,000 

5,00,000 

3.00,000 

1,00*000 

10.00,000 

2,00,000 

1 

90,00,000 

18,00.000 

6,60,54,207 

1,32,10,841 

1,00,000 

20,000 

1.00,000 

20,000 

15,11.68,207 

3,24,84,841 








(ii). 

The aggregate quantum of cargo handled 
at the Bunder and the quantum of coal 
included therein since the handling of coal 
commenced may please be furnished. 

The required details are furnished below: 

(in tonnes) 

COMMODITIES 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-06 

Hazardous cargo 

35500 

9300 

5235 

^ 2658 

Ottier bulk/general 
cargo 

57270 

32290 

5841 

1694 

Coal 

83000 

1843215 

2786628 

2950895 

Total Metric 

Tonnes 

175770 

1884805 

2797704 

_ 

2955247 

(iii). 

As per the cost statement for 2006-07 
received along with the proposal, the total 
cost amounted to Rs. 10.13 crores 
consisting of the operating cost, general 
facilities, depreciation, finance and 
miscellaneous expenditure, allocated 
management general overheads and 
return on capital employed calculated at 
15%. Kindly furnish the basis on which 
these expenses have been arrived at. 
Also please state whether the port has 
captured the expenditure exclusively 
pertaining to handling of coal. In case the 
expenditure shown in the cost statement 
is derived’ and not exclusively captured, 
the basis of apportionment of this 
expenditure may please be furnished. 

The actual expenditure incurred 
Haji Bunder is taken as operating 
the service “General Cargo t 
Overheads are apportioned on tt 
and depreciation is on assets at 
statement showing the break-up \i 

on handling of coal at 
cost. It is included in 
land led at Bunders”, 
le basis of direct cost 
Haji Bunder. A cost 
j submitted. 

(iv). 

In the cost statement referred to above, 
the capital employed has not been shown. 
Since return on capital employed at 15% 
has been shown as Rs.11, 47,622/-, it is 
presumed that the capital employed is 
Rs.76,50,813/-. Kindly confirm. 

Confirmed 

('Z) 

i 

1 

i 

1 

j 

As per the cost statement, the 
depreciation for 2006-07 amounts to 
Rs.3,20,631. The details of asset-wise 
depreciation arrived at may please be 
furnished. 

Details of asset-wise depreciation are furnished. | 

('/')• 

The additional revenue generation for the 
next three years on account of the 
proposed rate may be furnished. 

The additional revenue generation for the next three 
years on account of the proposed rate is as under: 

Year 

Traffic - Coal 
(Million Ton) f 

Additional revenue 
(Rs. in lakhs) 

2008-09 

2.25 

225 

2009-10 

2.50 

250 

2010-11 

4.00 

400 

(B) 

Wharfage for cargo handled overside ! 

(i). 

MBPT has stated that presently no 
wharfage is levied on overside discharge 
of cargo as no rates are prescribed in the 
SOR. The same para concludes with the 
statement ttiat the cargo discharged 
overside is charged on an advalorem 
basis and it is presently not feasible to 
give cost details. These statements 
appear to be contradictory. Kindly clarify. 

Presently no wharfage is levied in respect of cargo 
discharged over-side and directly cleared by waterways. 
Similarly no Wharfage is charged in respect of cargo 
directly loaded from overside on to the ship. Any cargo 
cleared from the Port either by road or rail is subjected 
to the wharfage as per SOR. The present proposal 
envisages levy of wharfage on cargo cleared by sea 
where nothing is recovered at present. Generally the 
cargo discharged overside is project cargo for which no 
separate rate is available in SOR. Thus, the wharfage 
leviable on the same would be advalorem. 


ty5 77 azJ&S- (/ 
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quantum of project cargo handled in 
bai Port Trust during the last 3 years 
the quantum of overside discharge 
of may please be furnished, 
nue earned from this operation may 
36 furnished. 


The quantum of machinery/project cargo handled in 
Mumbai Port Trust and revenue earned from this 
operation during the last 3 years is as follows; 


Year 

Machinery/Project 
cargo handled (MT) 

Revenue earned 
(Rs. in lakhs) 

2004-05 

171494.30 

231.64 

2005-06 

244791.62 

340.14 

2006-07 

329781.00 

476.91 

Total 

746066.92 

1048.69 


However exclusive record in respect of cargo 
discharged/ioaded to and from overside without getting 
cleared from the wharf is not readily available. 


(iii). (a). Kindly state whether any (a). Supervisory staff and labour deployed on board 
additonai supervisory staff and labour are engaged in normal operations as well as overside 
gang are deployed on board the vessel discharge. The quantum of machinery/project cargo 
for handling overside discharge. If the traffic is increasing day by day which forms a major 
ansvier is yes, kindly elucidate the portion of overside discharge. Therefore, additional 
necessity therefor. supervisory staff and gangs are deployed to supervise 

and handle the overside operations. 

(b). It may be confirmed that the on- (b). Even though the cost of supervisory staff may 
board stevedoring charges recovered do have been included in the stevedoring tariff, the same 
not fjjctor such deployment. If that be so, does not cover cost + ROCE allowed. Moreover, 
it rr ay be explained why on-board stevedoring charge is fiat rate. Ideally such tariff of 
stevedoring rate should not be reviewed Heavy Lift cargo has to be on progressive gradation 
inste ad of prescription of wharfage, basis. 

The extraordinary operations involved in navigation of 
such vessels also put some onus on the cargo interests 
who are engaging such vessels. Moreover, it is for the 
convenience of the consignee who Insists or is required 
to resort to overside operations that such charges are 
required to be levied. Delivery of heavy packages by 
waterways is necessary and therefore consignees have 
to bear the wharfage charges. 

The present stevedoring tariff is based on per tonne 
basis. It would however, be seen that handling charges 
in respect of heavy packages normally keep on 
increasing progressively as the weight of packages 
Increases. This is similar to the tariff for handling heavy 
lift cargo by ports floating crane. The present proposal 
is restricted to "wharfage" on the cargo which is payable 
by the consignees/shippers whereas on board 
stevedoring charges are generally payable by vessel 
agents. 

The point here is the consignee clears the cargo from 
the port with NIL wharfage. Similar principle is adopted 
at other ports which levy wharfage irrespective of the 
mode of entry/exit of cargo. Mumbai Port therefore 
may be allowed to have separate rates for overside 
discharge. __ 



Since the wharfage would have been calculated on ad- 
valorem basis (if approved), the record for tonnage 
handled is not maintained. Also up till now the charges 
were not levied. Therefore the cost of operation is also 
not maintained separately. 
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(b). The additional expenditure that 
the port incurs for providing the service of 
overside discharge may please be 
quantified and furnished to this office. 


Kindly state whether at the time of 
overside discharge, for docking and 
undocking the barges, any specific 
service is provided by the port. 


It has been stated that for safe handling of 
the cargo while discharging overside, at 
times, additional movement of the vessels 
and barges are required to be carried out. 
Kindly furnish the number of occasions 
such additional movements of the vessels 
and barges had to be carried out during 
the last 3 years. Also state whether for 
such additional movements of the vessels 
and barges the port has rea^vered any 
shifting charges from the agents 

concerned. _ 

The expenditure incurred during the last 3 
years towards maintenance and 
conservancy of the dock basin may kindly 
be furnished. Also furnish the 
proportionate? maintenance and 
conservancy expenditure aiiocabie to the 
service of overside discharge. 


The following additional services are provided by the 
port for docking and undocking the barges at the time of 
overside discharge: 

• Specific berths such as corner berths for 
ensuring smooth operations. 

• Double banking of barges along side the vessel. 

• If required, keeping the opposite side berth 
vacant for convenience of operations. 

• Suitable shifting of vessels, if necessary, to 
ensure availability of such berths. 

• Movement of barges preferably during day time 
in view of the nature of operations. 

• Turning of vessels or shifting of vessels if 
required. 

• Allotment of specific berths at Harbour Wall is 
also sometimes considered 

While berth hire charges are recovered in respect of all 
crafts, shifting of vessels or turning around are not 
charged as per the scale of rates. Thus, it would be 
seen that specific services are provided by the Port to 

ensure smooth handling of over-side packages. _ 

Record regarding occasions of additional movement of 
vessels and barges required to carry out safe handling 
of the cargo while discharging overside is not available 
as no separate records are or can be maintained 
practically. 


The total expenditure towards maintenance and 
conservancy especially for dredging and marine survey 


Year 

Total 

expenditure 

Apportioned 
to Docks 

2004-05 

43.11 

15.58 

2005-06 

, 27.95 

17.37 

2006-07 

29.68 

19.23 

Total expenditure 
incurred during last 

3 years 

100.74 

52.18 


For the service of cargo handled overside, 
the usual cost statement including income 


Separate figures for maintenance and conservancy of 
dock basin incurred towards overside discharge are not 

available. _ ^ _ 

The approximate expenditure incurred by the Port for 
deployment of on board supervisory staff and labour at 
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estim 

exper 

depio 

opera 

move 

basin 
of doc 

3ted to be collected and the 
iditure estimated to be incurred on 
/ment of supervisory staff, 
tional staff and labour handling the 
Tients of barges in and out of dock 
and maintenance and conservancy 
;k basin may please be furnished. 

one working point per shift is as follow ; 

Cost of labour and staff of on board labourRs.7848.41 

The estimated income and expenditure to be incurred 
on deployment of supervisory staff, operational staff and 
labour handling the movements of barges in and out of 
dock basin can not be furnished as no separate record 
is maintained for this activity. 

Not withstanding the above, it is to be stated that prior to 
rationalization of Scale of Rates, there was a provision 
for recovery of 50% wharfage in respect of cargo 
handled over-side. This provision was deleted from the 
Docks scale of rates. In the comprehensive tariff 
revision, there is a need to re-look into this provision 
especially in view of more and more project 
consignments being handled at the Port to and from 
over-side. Further the berths are kept vacant for 
movements of vessels discharging overside resulting in 
loss of wharfage to the Port. Moreover such a provision 
also exists in the tariff applied by other ports which in 
principle recovers wharfage in respect of cargo entering 
and exiting the Port by any mode viz., rail, road or 
waterways. 

(C) 

E 

LU 

irkation/disembarkation charges 

(i). 

i 

i 

MBF 
embc 
were 
28.11 
TAMI 
that 
instei 
the 
apprc 
hoc b 

has stated that 

rkation/disembarkation charges 

levied at Mumbai Port w.e.f. 
2005 on ad hoc basis availing' 
^’s sanction thereto. It is presumed 
\/IBPT intended the word ‘awaiting’ 
id of ‘availing’. Kindly confirm, as 
Authority has not accorded any 
val to the levy of the charges on ad 
asis w.e.f. 28.11.2005. 

Typographical error. 

(ii). 

As fc 
retros 
embs 
have 
sevei 
the c 
Nove 
Claus 
guide 

r as the MBPT’s request to extend 
pective effect to the recovery of the 
rkation/disembarkation charges we 
informed the port in the past on 
al occasions that its action of levying 
harges on ad hoc basis w.e.f. 28 
mber 2005 does not fall in line with 
es 2.17.1. to 2.17.4. of the revised 
lines. 

It is to state that certain facilities have been created at 
the behest of cruise lines and these lines have benefited 
from such modern cruise terminal facilities. Cruise lines 
have recovered the embarkation/disembarkation 
charges from the actual users i.e. passengers from 
25.11.2005 and remitted the same to MBPT. At this 
stage if the recovery is not approved with retrospective 
effect, then neither the user of the services i.e. 
passengers nor the providers of services i.e. MBPT 
would benefit, but the advantage of refund will go to the 
cruise lines. In view of the above, you are once again 
requested to sanction the embarkation/disembarkation 
charges retrospectively w.e.f. 25.11.2005. 

(D) 

1 

The 

asse 

propc 

notec 

revis 

Gove 

fixed 

i/IBPT has concluded by an emphatic 
lion that ‘minute cost data for every 
)sal cannot be furnished’. It may be 
t that this Authority is guided by 
5 d tariff guidelines issued by the 
rnment which requires tariff to be 
on a portwise cost plus approach. It 

No answer furnished. 

- ^- 
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is, therefore, essential to scrutinise cost 
details before fixing tariff instead of solely 
relying upon only such statements about 
’rates prevailing at selective ports', 

'additional investments made’, ‘additional 

_ expenditure incurred', etc. ______ 

5 A joint hearing was held on 30 June 2008 in the office of this Authority. 

The MBPT and the concerned users present made their submissions. 

g The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on 

records at the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made 
by the concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also 
available at our website http;//tariffauthority.gov.in 

7 With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of 

the case, the following position emerges: 

fA^. Wharfage charges for coal at Bunders; 

(i). The proposal of MBPT to levy Rs.35 per ton for handling coal at the bunders is 
based on the investment stated to have been made in the form of better 
housekeeping, frequent asphalting and concretisation of roads, strengthening of 
jetty, erection of tall boundary walls, additional expenditure on fire and safety 
issues and investment in preventive measures Including fire monitoring 
equipments, vacuum cleaning systems, etc. The port has stated that the actual 
expenditure incurred on handling of coal at HajI Bunder is taken as the operating 
cost. It also submitted a statemept showing a capital expenditure of Rs.324.84 
lakhs as having incurred during 2006-07 in this respect. The statement, 
however, reveals that only Rs.28.14 lakhs have been incurred for providing 
specific facilities for handling coal. The balance Rs.296.70 lakhs pertains to the 
expenditure incurred for concretisation and repairs of several adjacent roads 
which have been considered as common user infrastructure expenditure towards 
creation of the coal handling facility at the Bunders. In fact the entire capital 
expenditure incurred at Bunders during 2006-07 including Rs.324.84 lakhs was 
included by MBPT in the cost statement for cargo handling activity at the time of 
last general revision. Considering the overall deficit, an across the board 
increase of 25% in the wharfage rates (except under warehousing and POL) was 
approved under this Authority’s Order dated 28 September 2006. If a self 
sustaining rate for coal is now to be prescribed, based on the cost details as 
furnished by MBPT wittiout recognising the flow of cross-subsidisation between 
activities (which MBPT has not considered while proposing a rate of^Rs.35 per 
tonne), then corresponding reduction should be effected in some other activities. 
The rate per tonne for coal handling if arrived at after excluding the capital 
expenditure of Rs.296.70 lakhs, which Is not exclusively related for providing 
specific facilities for coal handling, would not be significantly different from the 
existing rate of Rs.25 per tonne. Further, the quantum of coal handled at 
bunders shows a steady increase as it was 2786628 tonnes during 2006-07 and 
2950895 tonnes during 2007-08. The port has not furnished estimates for the 
future period which are necessary as the tariff to be fixed now will operate 
prospectively. It will, therefore, not be in order to fix a rate as proposed by the 
port only based on the quantum of coal handled during 2006-07. 

(ii) According to the Association of Multimodal Transport Operators of India the 
existing wharfage itself is on the higher side and it should not be revised. Coastal 
Energy Private Limited (CEPL) has contended that ail development including 
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movements of bargejs in and out of dock basin cannot be furnished as no 
separate record is maintained for this activity. 

(vii). All the user organisations have argued that when the overside discharge cargoes 
get transhipped to the dock wharves / bunder / jetties, wharfage is recovered on 
such cargoes and, therefore, the question of recovery of one more wharfage on 
the same cargo should not arise. MANSA has argued that for deployment of 
supervisory staff and labour gang for carrying out the overside discharge, MBPT 
recovers stevedoring charge separately, According to the trade, for maintaining 
dock basins port dues are collected from vessels and cargo interest should not 
be saddled with any further levy towards dock maintenance. 

(viii). Since this Authority is guided by revised tariff guidelines issued by the 
Government which requires tariff to be fixed on a port wise cost plus approach, it 
is essential to scrutinise cost details before fixing tariff. No cost statement for the 
service of cargo handled overside has not been furnished by MBPT stating that 
minute cost data for every proposal cannot be furnished. In the absence of cost 
details, this Authority is not in a position to arrive at a reasonable rate for the 
overside discharge of cargo. Since the tariff guidelines of 2005 call for phasing 
out of advalorem rates in 5 year period, there does not appear to be any 
justification for even approving the proposed rate on an adhoc basis at this 
juncture. As per this Authority’s Order dated 28 September 2006, the existing 
schedule of rates of MBPT will remain In force only till 31 March 2009 and MBPT 
is expected to file its proposal for review atleast 3 months prior to that date. 
MBPT is therefore, advised to propose appropriate charges for overside 
discharge of cargo with supporting cost details in its impending general rate 
revision proposal so that overlapping of common cost can be meaningfully 
analysed across different tariff items. 

(C) Embarkation/disembarkation charges: 

(i) . The port has been informed on several occasions in the past that its action of 

levying the charges on ad hoc basis with effect from 28 November 2005 did not 
fall in line with clauses 2.17.1. to 2.17.4. of the revised guidelines. The MBPT 
has, however rec|uested to review and sanction the rates on 
embarkation/disembarkation charges retrospectively. 

(ii) MBPT has reiterated that certain cruise terminal facilities were created at the 
behest of cruise lines and the lines have benefited there from. Cruise lines have 
recovered the embarkation/disembarkation charges from the passengers from 25 
NoN/ember 2005 and remitted the same to the port. MBPT has pleaded that if the 
recovery is not approN^ed with retrospective effect, neither the user of the services 
{i.e passengers) nor the provider of the services (i.e. MBPT) would benefit, but 
the advantage of refund will go to the intermediaries. 

(iii) . The Bombay Chambtjr of Commerce and Industry and MANSA have stated that 

the embarkation/disembarkation charges were introduced by MBPT without any 
prior notice. Indian Merchant Chamber of Commerce is of the view that the 
facilities provided to cruise vessels are extremely poor and hence the proposal 
should not be considered without improvements carried out. 

(iv) . This Authority has already approved the levy of embarkation / disembarkation 

charges with prospective effect. MBPT has, however, collected the charges from 
the tourist passengers through cruise lines, from 28 November 2005 and no 
approval is accorded for such levy made till 30 November 2006. The port is 
repeatedly pleading that since users of the above service are the passengers 
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embarking and disembarking from the cruise ships and not the cruise lines or 
agents, obtaining consent from individual users is not possible. There is no point 
in directing the port to return the collection already made to the concerned 
passengers as it will be practically not possible for the port to return the amount 
to the individual tourists who visited the country during 28 November 2005 to 30 
November 2006. On balance of consideration, this Authority as a special case, 
accords approval to the levy of embarkation / disembarkation charges with effect 
from 28 November 2005, the day the cruise lines operations commenced. The 
MBPT is, however, cautioned to refrain from introducing any port charges on its 
own without following the provisions of the tariff guidelines. 

8. In the result, and for the reasons given above and based on a collective application of 
mind, this Auttiority 

(i) dees not find any merit in the MBPT’s proposal to increase the existing wharfage rate 
fo‘ handling coal at its bunders; 

(ii) ac vises the Port to suggest appropriate charges for overside discharge of cargo with 
si pporting cost details in its impending general rate revision proposal and; 

(iii) accords approval, as a special case, to the levy of embarkation/ disembarkation 
charges with effect from 28 November 2005, the day the cruise lines operations 
cc mmenced. 

BRAHM DUTT, Chairman 
[ADVT III/4/143/2008-Exty.] 
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